Dear Soger, 2/19/89 

Today I made another search to see if I could find the Edwards memo lx refer to 
in my appeal to the CIS of which 1 sent you as copy yesterday. I didn't. 

But I saw this record, which l'd forgotten. I believe it is one I got from the 
CIA, perhaps as an attache ment tox another record because it bears no manner. They 
added their own numbers other than correct file numbers for DOIA identification. 

These pages bear none. Probably duplicate copies 1 made when I got the records. 

I find it interesting that this person waite^kore than half a year to ask Anderson 
about his column of March 7, 1967. That column appeared when Garrison was just getting his 
maximum attention, three weeks after the first story about him broke. 

by October Harrison was saying quite a bit about the CIA and the talk shows were 
hot on the business. That may or may not have triggered this inquiry and visit. 

Assuming what Anderson is quoted as sayiQg is true, why should anyone in the CIa 
feed an account of their plots to assassinate Castro at just the time Garrison was starting? 
Can it be for any reason other than starting or fostering the kickback theory? 

The second graf on page one refers to Ed Morgan. When Anderson, and I thought it 
was Drew Pearson, saw Warren Warren sent him to Kowley and Rowley to the FBI. In time 
the Fill Washington field office interviewed Morgan. 

It is possible to believe that it was what he learned in 1966 that prompted 
Anderson to speak to a CIA contact when Garrison was steaming the media up. 

This graf sort-of links the plat against Castro to the Kennedy assassination. 

The two-line graf on page 2 may refer to Walter Sheridan, who then was working on 
an NBC anti-Garrison special. O'Hara is the name of a New Orleans judge (this Bays "O' Hare") 
Pershing Gdrvais was formerly Garrison's chief investigator and was quite a con man, and 
Stratton means nothing to me. 

On page three thg^^uthor gives "the "hite House's discouragement of CIA attempts 
to unseat Castro" as a jra^Castro motive for the assassination and "U.S. plots to 
assassinate Castro" as motive for pro-Castroa. 

While I question use of "admits" in the last sentence I find that this is included 
in this memo, when it does not relate to the conversation with °ack Anderson, a bit 
provocative. To whom was he sending this memo and for what purpose? Why this last page? 

Harold 



